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REMARKS 
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Claims 3-4, 6-8, JO, and 73-75 are rejected antler 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being 
anticipated by Defer (U.S. Fat No. 6,428,169). Deter teaches tm optical device comprising a 
first reflective layer 7, a second reflective layer ! 1 , substantially continuous layers «t" 
dielectric material 14, each layer consisting of alternating high and low indices of refraction 
so that fhe optical output of the device includes substantially snore; light in wavelengths in a 
plurality of narrow wavelength bands 'figs. 3) than light not in the plurality of wavelength 
bands. Regarding claim 6, Deter could also he Interpreted n ik- , the 11 is the first reflective 
layer am! 7 is the second reflective layer. The applicant is directed so further review col. 3, 
lines 50-60 ami col. 8. lines 20-24. 
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6 8, 10. and 73 - 75 as anticipated by Deter. 
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of dielectric material. 

Deter states at column 9, lines 33 ••- 34, "The optical filter 1 1 is a compound filter 11 and 
is tonned i < . vo -i <j-h> jdded) and at eolarart 9, lines 45 •••• 5.1, "FIG. 6 shows a 

rajec on . scree ul e c rrying the ptk filter 11 . The sub . us 
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interference filter 16 or both. Deter does not teach or suggest any configuration in which layers 
14, 14a, 14b, or 14e are not components of optical filter 1 1 or interference filler 16 or both. 
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material ti edisj sed between a first refiectn laves c a t v'e layer 
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Claims 4, 6 - 8, and 10 are patentable for at least the same reasons as claim 3. 

;<c; , . v ,\n "7, at column -9, lines 33 ^4 Deter states ID plica! Iter "Ills a 
compound filter 17 and is fonned of a layer 14" and at column 9. lines 45 - 51, "FIG. 6 shows a 
projection screen 3 with a substrate 15 carrying the optical filter 1 1 . The substrate 1 5 carries an 
-,i\c> -eiuKt i \ o v, 'f tb fi> n vJ <4" a plurality of layers 14a, 1 4b, 14c," In Figs. 6 and 7. 
>ele shows la lb md 5 is iinponents of optic; (i< t ltei ere i on 6 

or both. Deter does not teach or suggest any configuration in which layers 14, 14a, 14b, or 14c 

n evence filter 1 6 or both Layers s t 
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the second reflective layer and the first reflective layer. 

Deter therefore docs not teach or suggest reflecting fight by a first and second reflective 
layer constructed and arranged so that consecutive layers of higher and lower index of refraction 
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light is reflected by the optical filler 11 and all spectral band are reflected substantially equally. 
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Deter there, re. be-, not each or sugg t pretererst h a tU u_ xntn >f tic jyKt 
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the narrow spectral bands. 

Claims 74 d 75 arc p >lc for at least the .same reas n r t 

Claims 5, 9, 45-49 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being yupatcatabie over 
Deter (U.S. Fat. No. 6.428,360.) in view of Yamada (U.S. Pat No. 5,148,309). I>eter teaches 
the salient features of) he claimed invention except for an aluminum reftecisve layer and 
poiarb.alkm. Yamada teaches in col. 4, line 33 that aluminum is known as the reflection 
material ia reflective projection screens. It would have feeea obvious to one of ordinary skit! 
in she art at the time the invention was made to utilize the aluminum taught by Yamada for 
the purpose of utilizing readily available materials. The applicant should note that it has 
been held to be within the general skill of a worker in the art to select a knows joateriai on 
the basts of its suitability for the intended use as a matter of obvious design choice. in re 
i.eshim OS USFQ 416, Yamada teaches in the abstract that it was known to utilize a 
polarising layer. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 

narf ulili j< s ta by Yamada i i \ i i paosix 

diffusion vviilmni deterioration of effeciive function. 



Claims 5 and ( ) are patentable for at least the same reasons as claim 3. 
t ! l u h Ivor canceled without prejudice or discia.ur.tc 

Claim 13 is rejected muter 35 51S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Deter ('U.S. 
Pat. No. 6,428,369.) in view of Portner (U.S. Pat. No. 3,942,869). Deter teaches the salient 
features of the claimed invention except for the size greater than 7 inches, Portaer teaches in 
col, 1, line 45 that it was known to provide a screen greater Shan 7 inches, it would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to utilize the 
features taught by Portaer for the purpose of large panoramic, viewing. 
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claim or other claims. 

Please apply any other charges or credits to deposit account 06-1050, order 02103- 
603001. 

Respect holly submitted, 
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